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Comments on the proposed conserv ation of the specific name of Achatiua janii 
De Betta & Martinati, 1855 (currently Cecilioides janii; Mollusca, Gastropoda) 

(Case 3233; see BZN 59: 77-81) 
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We ask the Commission, for the sake of universality in the scientific names of 
animals, not to make use of its plenary power to suppress the name Cecilioides veneta 
in favour of C. janii. The reason for this is that we do not agree with Giusti <& 
Manganelli (BZN 59: 79) that C. veneta (Strobel, 1855) is a 'virtually unused name’. 
In the last hundred years, C. veneta has been used in two well-known monographs 
dealing with the malacofauna of the Sudtirol (Riezler, 1929, p. 161) and the 
Dolomites (Thorson, 1930, p. 229). In addition, we do not agree with Giusti & 
Manganelli (BZN 59: 77) that, after the publication of De Betta’s work (1864), the 
specific name of C. janii (De Betta & Martinati, 1855) was used ‘by virtually all 
subsequent authors’. In fact, the name C. aciculoides (De Cristofori & Jan, 1832) was 
used for the snail species under consideration by Ehrmann (1933, p. 78), Eder (1914, 
p. 85), Mermod (1930, p. 371) and Jaeckel (1962, p. 147). Only after Giusti’s 1976 
work was C. janii used for this Cecilioides species. 

Recently the name C. veneta has been used in two important monographs: the 
Checklist of the European Continental Mollusca (CLECOM checklist) (Falkner, 
Bank & von Proschwitz, 2001, p. 45) and the checklist of French continental molluscs 
(Falkner, Ripken & Falkner, 2002, pp. 42, 1 16). The primary goal of the CLECOM 
initiative is to produce a stable nomenclature for European non-marine molluscs by 
carrying out nomenclatural revisions based on the provisions of the Code. The 
CLECOM initiative is widely accepted. 



52 



Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 60(1) March 2003 



Additional references 

Eder, L. 1914. Zur Fauna der Gehdusetragenden Landschuecken des Kantons Tessin. 150 pp. 
Werner-Riehm, Basel. 

Ehrmann, P. 1933. Mollusca. In Brohmer, P., Ehrmann, P. & Ulmer, G., Die Tienvelt 
Mitteleuropas, vol. 2, pt. 1. 264 pp., 13 pis. Quelle & Meyer. Leipzig. 

Falkner, G., Ripken, Th.E.J. & Falkner, M. 2002. Mollusques continentaux de France. Lisle de 
reference annotee et bibliographie. Patriinoines naturels, 52: 1-3 50. 

Jaeckel, S.G.A. 1962. Erganzungen und Berichtigungen zum rezenten und quartaren Vorkom- 
men der mitteleuropaischen Mollusken. In Brohmer, P., Ehrmann, P. & Ulmer, G., Die 
Tienvelt Mitteleuropas, vol. 2, pt. 1. 264 pp., 13 pis. Quelle & Meyer, Leipzig. 

Merniod, G. 1930. Catalogue des invertebres de la Suisse. Fascicule 18. Gasteropodes. Georg, 
Geneve. 

(2) Folco Giusti and Giuseppe Manganelli 

Dipartimento di Scienze Ambientcdi, Universitd di Siena, Via Mattioli 4. 

1-53100 Siena, Italy 

In their comment above. Bank, Falkner & Gittenberger have not produced a single 
argument to falsify the important points in our application (see paras. 6 and 7 in BZN 
59: 79). For example, they note that the name Cecilioides veneta (Strobel, 1855) has 
been used in 'two well-known monographs’ dealing with the malacofauna of the 
Siidtirol (Riezler, 1929 and Thorson, 1930). However, Bank, Falkner & Gittenberger 
(2000, p. 100) recorded that th^y discovered the name C. veneta by 'digging in the old 
literature’. If the name was so well known, why was ‘digging’ required to discover it? 
The use of C veneta by Riezler and Thorson was noted in our application. 

Bank, Falkner & Gittenberger also disagree that De Betta’s (1864) adoption of the 
name Achatina Janii was followed by 'virtually all subsequent authors’. We have 
shown this to be the case in our application. In para. 5 of our application, we 
recorded that there were at least 27 publications by 33 different authors between 1971 
and 1999 (a period of 29 years) in which the name had been used. This considerable 
amount of usage contrasts with the two monographs and four references produced by 
Bank, Falkner & Gittenberger for the use of C. veneta during the last hundred years. 
These publications are demonstrably not all subsequent to the paper by Giusti (1976). 

Some time ago (see Giusti, 1976, p. 234) it became clear to us that the continued 
use of the name C. aciculoides sensu De Betta (1852) by some authors (mainly 
German zoologists) occurred because De Betta’s papers (and those of other Italian 
authors who adopted the replacement name C. janii) remained unknown because of 
language difficulties. 

Finally, Bank, Falkner & Gittenberger note that the aim of the CLECOM 
initiative is the production of a stable nomenclature for European non-marine 
molluscs based on the provisions of the Code. Obviously, this aim is not unique to the 
CLECOM group; all malacologists are concerned with this task. The CLECOM 
initiative may be ‘widely accepted’, but some of its proposals have been questioned 
by some malacologists. Bank, Falkner & Gittenberger themselves (2000) noted that 
‘the name Cecilioides veneta (Strobel, 1855) has to be used for a species which has in 
the past been referred to as C. aciculoides or C. janii\ Replacement of the well-known 
name C. Janii is contrary to the Code and its provisions for maintaining stability in 
nomenclature (see Article 23.9.3). 



